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resort to the ' metaphysical conceptions' of agency behind phenomena which we are desired to dismiss as chimerical and obsolete.
Nor is it only the proximate 'metaphysical' mode of thought which thus proves to be compatible with the newest lessons of nature. The earlier * theological' evinces the same persistency. For I hold it entirely arbitrary to attribute the wave of agnosticism which sweeps over the present age to our improved knowledge of the order of the world, except so far as that knowledge dissipates some Eiblical preconceptions, and thus disturbs those whose belief has rested on mere authority. It is not among this immense multitude, but within the small circle of scientific thinkers alone, that the tests of Comte's law must be sought: they are the only witnesses of its last issues. It is undeniable that the witnesses are divided; not, so far as I can see, in any proportion different from that which the cleavage of thought produced in other ages of speculative doubt and denial: in the times of Epicurus; of Lucretius; of the Renaissance in Italy; of the Encyclopedists in France. With Comte's assertion in your mind, that every cultivated man has been a theologian in childhood, a metaphysician in youth, and a positivist in maturity, glance down the roll of honoured savans and discoverers since the re-birth of the scientific spirit, and the effrontery of his generalisation is apparent at once. His favourite heroes and 'precursors,' Bacon, Descartes, and Leibniz, give it no support: as applied to Galileo, Huyghens, and the Cassini, to Newton, Pascal, and De Moivre, the maxim is simply ridiculous. And if we are forbidden to expect its evidence so far from Comte's advent, contradiction still meets us in later generations : the whole spirit of John Dalton and Thomas Young, of the two Herschels and the two Amperes, are a protest against it. Are there any names more purely representative of the inductive method, "carried into the newest department of physical research, than those of Oersted and Faraday? Of these two, 'the Englishman, in